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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part in —-Sec. 4] 


^ MWTc[ PiHfelf^cl f^-MI t 


^,1995 ^ ^ ret T? RTR ^ ^ 12" ^ ^ tnf^qcITFT 

^ afiES ^ afRei ^ ^ ^ 

gfk fe l cHlMd : ^ 3RITT cJErm 7^ t I 


(ii) ^3 tV(Tc^ T^Tsit i> sm^ ^ fcT? ttR wi ^tifi ^ ^ 

WEicHH tR ^ cfR^ t I ^ FiRrsfr ^ wrRci ^ cje wsif c^ ^tcr-^irttt 

^ anilVl fcFEIT ^ TFT t I 


(iii) qR'dHRfJj'l' ii ytcRerrH, 'jc-ygm. ft aim sftr 3 Ri tetcTE ^ rh?I fi? 
f^TEIT IPTT^ cf) qRcbelT ^ 3IRJR RT 8 ET FPI> EFT IlR TTcft cj?t 

10915/-T>TJ ^ I 


(iv) ?r«Ff£r, ^ ReF 26 Ef,i998 ^ snnflRRT 3TTft tel? ^ 8 Ft in F=rcf> 

EFT Ret uft FTofr io,8oo/-T)T? m HER ten t I 


2.2 IF t, t Fim tt 3te«ten te nrineiFF ^ 

eFtFiFTn^FFT^tent^^ i0,800/-FTn[ n5t F nr tStwnTF ^ ^ te wrtf 

cPT arjten Ft n? Ft if nrteRF t ten t i 


3 . IF F;teT F WTTF nteFT FT I FF EIFT TTrtetecT nt tefT FFT FT 1 

^nt RnfelRi F ^ FFt t FF TETR TTFlt FF telF ten t ■- 


(i) t Fit tel n?FFT t Fnnt tete "gteT nn Ften teT n? 

nRt tFF Fing tete te nro tett^ ftf io teR.1995 nt Tin? frr mn 
(nntej) tem tenr ft i teitt nFF nTFiFim nnFn t Nit t Ftt ffts te 
3 flT TFT t ? rftt [ v | F Ffter nrt tcite Ttjt FFTTF t fcTE TFt ^ as/^wj nft 
tro FF nt nr u r eijj<?n? ftjf fr ^ t 1 uFiite atR^tenn tetr t mm 
yytei F tut mjtr tet 1 
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(ii) 3mKt ^rf?n4 ^ ^ ^ ^?3WT i ^ 3r»M 

^ ^ ^TWT t I 

(iii) ^TPT? ^ «?ii'W ^ '3PTK ^ ^ 4>K“I ^rat ^ ^ ^ 'fPPI ^ '^PR 

^3n t, ^ RRPP? ^ ^ t 1 

(iv) cM\€r % ■gM Tfrafr^ ^iTcTPim ^ ^^sRiRcff ^ ^ ^ aiRlR'Ki 

(^) ^ ■ijfe, "TiRf %T?^ ^ aifcrf^ ^gRrtfPj wrRr^ ^ cA t i 
^gRtmait ^ Tr^pfR^ri;]^ cHt ^ 3d?J4>dH en^f ^cii4 

^pT 3 fm'Ri « 3 T I 

(v) ctiHlcfl ^KT STfgcT ell'lcl «lgd arRpp ^ | 


4.1 ^ PFT^ ^ ^ M ^ amfrf^ ^ eft i 33g^ 

^fppj TTtpMlr^^ ^ RtHRifePT arg^T Rpr^ ^ ;- 


(i) pprg f^if^ ^0 TO f^o ^ MccidKcf? cpTpff eft afR tjK^ 3i^ 

idi'W ^ TO<T eft i 

(ii) e?itg ftftt n^JlelH err, 3PRJ^,1995 ^ 3Prm,1996 eft tfri eft 

err I 

(iii) cr E pft-rfUj^ r efn grr^ ^tr ^ e^r i er? fftcTR sirR-sRrpn 3r»3Rt (arr^^f#) 

^ erR ft err afR ^ ’ft ^ft^ ^ ^ctrc ^ ft5 piejpr ^ anf^Rft ^ wtr ft siri 

(iv) q ^-rft x rc 3 erft a r ift Rew ^.-ir ^rft ^ vjiH'<rrrft ’=rfr eft i ^ arfctRrm rmR ’ffppr 
^ ift ^Rfteg-d ^ tftRiT ’RjT t I ^rfft rfxrfttftRcT ^rft ^ ft irsei rjfpwrft ftftft 

rfr ft ftrpft riRpg RifRr rfto too Iftrfftfts TOrer totr fftro^ pftt gRft I 

(v) eift 1995 ^ arfeRjxnr ft ^^rfftrop to ^ tott^ ftro tot dwi<4 t* i 

(vi) eftrft^ TOPTOft,1996 TOT TOST 1995 ^fft TOTOTO? arfft'f^TOHI ^ TO^ ft TO I ^TOTOT g?T 
fftft^ TOTOeR ft toR ftfter TO^ TO I 

(vii) TRrftrftftRT ft ftnft arrog fftRftr too too fftfftft^ ^ Trier TTro ftiTro fftror to i 

eftftrftt gft iT-epftrftkid TOt arrtftRft ft TOft ft tw ?fR tot tottto TOf^v en i ftro?: 

ftt Rerfft eft afR \Jtr totot ft TOftt ftt ftrgft gr; rrroftftftRT ft ttoRt ftros ftt ’Eiftt 
3TT Tfr eft 1 TOTcT TRTOR ft ft atIMWTOIcftd Wdldftf ft feR aiTft?T ft fftTO TO I gTlfcR, 

rrTOftftRcT toT ffterfftn ftgft ft aidieir fttfRrR tot irft 9 totto to i 

(viii) ftlfcTOd cRITOT 2500 fftoefto eTTOTT TOT TOft ft, TOftft TOITTS ftTO ftt SITOTT 4000 

fftofto ftt ft 1 er? TOP Ticrg totoitot ft i er? TOT’ fftftft?T ftrorop ^Rtro ft 3 Tcttot 
TOT TOPeTT TOft TO 1 eT? TOP ^iTOTPTCT ft TTTOT aTIPldcplftp ^gfftlT TTTOP TOTft TOT TOP 
WP TO, TOP TOft TOT cRTOTTO TOPTT TOTTO TOgTTT ft I RtoT ftTOTTTO €to ft PTPft ft gTO 
ftro TOTeft TOTTO TO3TO ft afR cTTOTTOTT pfftP TOTTO fticTT ft I 
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(ii) rpn TiwR ^ nrf^ ^ wr f?r^ 

f^fjTfT imr err ^ 

(ill) MTIT TcTPFS 3FTm,1996 MTcf ^ UilVl Rh^ll rSTT Ti5T 1^ ? 

(iv) elMlcl Mn MRcTJelM cPTMT %, iJMi Wfri ?TT lj||t|cp'('J| 3 ffT rjtpftT^njcT 

Mit ^ ^lijfr ^jmrjfr ? 

(v) cfTIT HI^Hdl^'l dHin MiT Ijyt ‘JyMgl'H '|i|| ? 

(vi) MMT cPt TJT^ c^Hdl MT rjRm ^tMT '> 


52 


^ ^7R ^ RiHfelfecl Tj^MT/Tq^^cfiTm t - 


(i) TRift, ifri ^ yMT^ ri5t xj^-yMTTf ^ ePT^ M>T fet^ ^ ^ ai^nkM ^ 1%?IT 

cn, nrg ^ stRitjmht ^ cit, $'Hf^ iimnI M?r MTjcfr cj?r cjf i 

1988 ^ sr^prtfer ^ mim nr 3pTTT-3inTm wr 7 /-WI nfci 

TT? nr ^ i ^ MM uwiq Werq ^ arg^tffeT fclrnr w err aftr 

29 91995 Mit TITMjF?t SRTmTTm TTvjIMcI ^ flcpiRld f^^TT W eTT I 

(ii) TIWT IfM niRtT 8TT^ ^[TTT c|>t^ yc^<3 Mlfl MTIT ^ % 3mT-8icr?m 

ijf—OTTM ^ ci?( ijnrj i 

(iii) 22 3nTT?i,i996 ^ ^cTRs ^ ^ R«in TftnMlW ^ ^ 

n^rot cpT 3rfcR—artTTm n€f ■’Tttt ^ 1 

(iv) nMT^ git wRt^ ^Rcl ^ cttmct ^ sm argnt^ ^ n?iTncT irftcT 

MR ^ dl^'f) I 

(v) Trof^r, nrfMcTTFM 3 tm% mmct % ail^irp Mn4 mr t aflr ij4 ^ 

t, ^eMeRI MT fcTMR (^IiTfT MIHT sfR MF PinRlRad tprWI ^ STirTR 

MT MTc^ *J5^1 MT fIMT ^ 

(tf) ^-Rrakm Rtigid simr mt mR'HmIt) mm ^ '^mm t, f^tR 

^ mR'HmRi aiTft •>% immW ^ cm# mit t^I t 1 '^cMSI'H mt f^rerR ^ttmt mwI m?! 

d I ■■ I'd / MR ^ mRmrTM fdvj f%MT 'jTfM’TT I 

(iH') nrfr MMraR riM ar^emr rim mrm^ ctcit wtcTT?m miT mtc^ RmRt A ttm mr mR^mRi 

vjiiMdMiM Mlt M^TMT MMT t I 1993-94 1997-98 T^Rh MI^Mdl^d M5t 

^TcTTT ^ c^ fRlf ^ mR) RRI f?fRIT t 1 ITTIRm, ‘JeM'gm MT MK MI^Mdl^d 
'jf|qd<T)ld Mlt dlc^ MT o)*1l 3nM?MM7 ^ | 


6 1 3TM^ TTTTtRlM IRdlM ^ % M^Rnfl sfR MigR MMRT ^ ^ MRM> 8 Ml iJTTM^ 

MPT M?f Tl1% MtRI 7^ fRrj 10,800/—TRIM cR MT 7^ TRTTTM M?! ^cPTT ^ 8 tR TJT UTP^ MPT M?t 
Tlfrr MTcft 7^ fcR 11,400/—TRIM tR MT MT MMR MM ^gSITM fRiT 1^ 1 ?TT7^ SidIMl, 3IcPT—MlePT mM^MITR 
Tfj i^Kd^/RoiRr TfT Mifr 7^ RMM ^ 3TcPT MMR ifllRld 1%M MM t I ^ ^fcp^ t f% UIdiRd 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 111—Sar. 4] 


imRl ^ trtHet ^5^ ^ 'jMyYr ^ ^ ?nl^rc^ ^ un^ 

TRET ^ eI?aT TftfiTT ^ 3 )ImR 1 31lelW ^ Rj^II 'Ml ^ I cET hRcEcI'I ^57^ c^ felkj 

dl'm T? 10.05% ^ '57 TJ silM, ^<7 '^vifl'ld HFRT R7 6% 5^^ 57 57 3115. 3IM 5^ ell'ld 
57 ^ic^glTf, 'HxIMd aik 5RtcE75 55t HETcT (SIM 5?I cTFTcT 57 3 1 /3%), 3TT5#55T 55T7 (FT^RT 3fr7 
5EfRi7^ ^ eTFRT 57 15% 5?! 57 T7) 3fl7 RtRsPI 55T7f (WEcff 3fl7 STREf^TE 55171 57 20% 5?r 
57 57) cEI TTlf^R RiTIT 55T t I 


6 2 55 'MSl'lf^frT 577TT5 'Tl'^ f^5T 'Ml ^ .— 


fEH 

7T0 

7155 55 5T5 

f55f 

57 

(555) 

1 

55Tlcri 59) 12 5!J|^{^ client 5l54ell55 5E55 

8 eR 5T TRiR 

11,400/- 


^ 3fte^ 5)555 if ^ '5575 ^ ^ 75Tft7'I?7 

515 Eft 5R 5TE?t 



RtRT 55ifl'rf)5cT dRdd 3ft7 RdlEd- 




<ft3lt5Ef 55T7ft 55 3i57<5 



2. 

12" 5!TI7T 5Tcfr 5T?5HI?5 ^ ^ ffETel 5 t1^5 

5R 551 51 ^7155 

650/- 


600 55ft 55 ^ fc75 R^TEE 55T7 

551 


3 

12 55T7T 5Tcfr 51f5en?5 ^ *5^ 519 ^TeJ) 

uf?l MCI 51 137155 

400/- 


R R^Tofr 55 R 1^ %yl5l 5517 

515 


4. 

16" 55171 51?fr 5I?5clT55 t) ^ 519 55ft 

ylr) MCI 51 UTEEl 

400/- 


5l R5T7fr 55 R R>7r5r 5517 

515 



7. TiTflRlcI 575T5 T?5ihft5c7 5^1 355^^ fe^JlRiql ^ ReJ ^RIT 551 PR I ?7I #5, 5EM 

5R7T7 55 afk 71^55 ^g55T^ 20 Rld*57,99 5^1 3Tf5tfSm 5^ 5^ sft I ?7T 7Tg5fT ^g55E) PI^tIMRT 

srg#! 1 ^ 55 ^ ■■- 

5575)^5 felf^r^ (iJTnMflfef) 

(i) ?7T 55TEET ^ 5T5^p^ 5 5l^5cHI?5 ^ 55l5 Rei 5^ TERIcT I 5R^ ^fl 5^EMl5'^^ 

5f^^5eT cfcE feEI 35/-7E17 5»TT7 10 R>0^0 cTEjt 5r^5dl;JH TTIRTEI 

t I 

(ii) ^ V^eMETET dRdef 55 3Er5T WT15 ^ 5TT^ if 5^^ 3lRE?555T3fl 55) 

3161551 ^ 557^ 5^ 55TfJt57T %7) RET'^ 50 5T0 Rffift-d TEPI 

arg^ef 575 t 5^ <51 i 

(iii) 5tT5 ^ 3fRrR55 ^ 5ft ^ aft, ^TIReJ Sftrrf^ 55T7 5T 5T5en 5fl 55511 
?7T5) R5fr5, 57Eft7)t5cT 5^ Edg-Dd?! 3lfrlRchl cRR 5?^ 551 ■■51 I ?7Tfc75, T^ftTfEM 
5f ^ 5ET7ft 3I5T5ft 5?) RTlft 5Tff5 I 
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MTOT Tnro ; STOTtinTT 


7 


(iv) m ^ w t, Wi^ ftrf^ ^o mo r?iPii'S 

^ m? STT I vj)ii'g mo mo f^o ^ #ff€t ^ "OTifm ^ 

gj|dK f^m CTT I rnfm Amm mmg RiR'i 

mo mo fcTf^rt^ ^ rnisr 3 r^ m^ 1^ t i 3fmf-3T?R^ mrR (an^^t#) 

cpT aflRic^ Ritg mr^ ^ 'arcRm' ^ i 

(v) ’^f^, ^ yxiicHH mR^ %fT ^ 3TT^ ^ Rm 

’Tjm t I 

(vi) ^ mfTcmfr ^ arrw affM^mr mfR ^ mt^ ''I'lfSm' R<di 

t I 

(vii) mTmR ^ >(41c^lci mm ^ cSt i fm mF>R, mm sm mm ^ 
^ t I 

(viii) cTmrmmJT/RFm aimrim mm mm t i 

(ix) ^ Pi^?i mr gmiFT |th>^ mr^ ^ mm ge^JFRT' mr mm 1%m ^ i 

(x) ^ 40 % m? ciciHM Rpm m? gcmsm mr mf^mcR t - mgcr 
mftTm % I mm ^ afmr? mr mr^tmmT 1^ t i 

(xi) crrmr f^mkm (amrfxmHm) mn gim mfJrRmr m?frf^ f^mr mm t i 

(xii) ^ xrm^Wt'TcT mr t I rnmr rnl^ mftm m^ mr an^ 

mm I gdcfim, '^rf^ amjTmp fan, snrr f^ mr^ ^ m? f^mr mmm i 

(xiii) cMtcfr ^ antfe^ mf ^ 7 ^ 15 atk 26 ^ amrR mrim # i ^ is ^ mc^jcm 

t I ?m^r arr^^RlI' rnif^rm ^ t i 

(xiv) ^ aifciR<td mfR ^ rnmmrff efr i mrcrr:, ^41^1 ^ ■•ft 

mpTmrfr c^^ | armm, an^en w>t ^ frnmr ^tm i 

(xv) 26 'Rrmff afR f^Rrmfli' mr 'jecPs ^ i an^^Rft ^ ?iiRei f^mr 
mr mmm i 

(xvi) 35 /-mmj ’fto mr 4 'ms io f^o^tfo Rmcr eRdcH pm ^ ^ mrftm 11 

200 % mr f?lRfr wrmft pm mmi t, p«f 35/-mmj 
% pp afR arfriRmr an^^f# armR mr mg^ m^ rnmpr % \ 

(xvii) cf^4)J i eTPTP Rmkm ^ pm ^ qi^Mdi?P mrf^ ^ mf^ afR io 

f?Po% P^ I 

mpp RiRT (M^) 

(i) mfpTP mmcPT ^ rnimp mmfPfmer f4ci«t ^jrm ^ ppp t l mmfRfmm ^ arm^ 
RmmmJt PTc^ 'i<£i^ ^ fpq aiRfm mnpft mmr ^ i 

(ii) an^^Rfr ^ pp4 ^ TmRTPr mr mrprprm ^pp p#! t i “mcpf mr mm^pf” apcRpm 
t I ^f^mr atfpef mrprRmp ^ pmpP^f afR Pm ^ mr^Rtmr pm an^^Rfr 
mr gppH rnmn %, mpf^fr m4t ^ ppp? TmfStpr f i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


(iii) yro f^o ^ wrtt cn^ 

fcRiT ciT I TjrrfrtfhjH ^ Mistrals'll ^ iraW %57T sftr ci>41c^l ^ Mic^il ^ 

I 3iT^€Wr cnc^ yxira^i aftr ^ ^ wiVr ^ ^fr^rtStci 11 

(iv) ^ TfcT?! iraicH ^ t I «n^ A^rfeHTI U^-sai t 1 rraTTETRT, 

^ ^ fc^ Rf^fIT ^ t afl^ ^ ^ 3ni^ wr ti 

(v) WT%i (^tjfr#e) Tfran arf^iciirft ^ crfj^ ^ ^ tt armf^ ^»5t %\ 

a_-i ^^'cRT g^cii4 ^ ^TK ^ f^?tw? ^tfrSI skt ^ arNf^arrai cii^ia 

% TRf^ 7#r^ cra^ ft? fer%cT cra^ ^ ^ trttf cft wi 

w »IT 1 anr^ ferferi ar^#! ^ TjtpMtiTpr ^ Pinf^feiei ^cinj t :- 

(i) cfiiTicn jpT ^T^T fcfrziT arnr g>^ tjwr ^ 

TT# « 2 ft afr? ^ ^ wM aif^tf^ ^ tjRT 52 aitfri -iri int ^ 

Mit>lf$lcT ^ T# eft 

(ii) 12" ^^m ^ficft M i sTc TT^ ^ OTTr ^ yira «i^ ^ ^ "m# "ftroft c^ ^tft^ 

gM ■^^cl %tl TtJ ^ "tft tl^ ^TilT t I T^lftNfttM 

cift «^1 l ctra T vtT^ ^ ^ MiSMdis^ ^ aitcft^ iraftr arr^^ift cpy 

^< | c1H ^ ^ ^ t, ftrFFft 1^ Cf^ 200 elT^ MlSMdlS'1 3^7 

cw cjTc^ ^ aiRlRcki 'amW ^f>?iT w t i aifriRcKi ^ cfft# t, 

200 ftto cT^sSt MISMdlS ^ ajftl 13^ Tf^ '£ 1^1 ^ t WIT 12 " ■HTTI ^ 10 

fftjoftto el^ ^ MISMdISH ^ ^ t (fftTHc^ TTlftT cfft 35/—WF? Tlfit ft^O WT 

tfft W: ■'n ■JIIJH ^ i£ITe'^c<f> ft ^lllftd ^ 'titT>ai eir) I 

(iii) M^tftJ i 12 " ■HiRT cfT^ wrarfT ^ affr arai arqf^Ezrat ’jd 

tjftftid dlMd TI arru ^ TfTei ^ TjftftTcT HTTIT TI «ZIT^ £RJH T#f '£ 1 Tdl afR 

WT-TfTei an^ ftr TI Tfftwm cTTcT TI T^TftftftjcT TI W^TfftT ^•JdMfTO 

ttRh era imiT i t? Tiftt drrft^ afR e^ fftwii t i T^ftrai t 

Tift ^ ftt T? TTT efft t fftj M’l'ftft'^'H "ft 12” eTHT HIsMcii^'i ^ TlftT ft> 

Tfjcft ^ TTV, Tig TlfftWITT cTTTT ^ gjdTfTTT TtJ^ fft>TT TT WfTTT I 

(iv) ^fttftft^ ft tjufRuT dm ^OTd^ TTT^ t I ^ TRfTI MI'SMdlSd ^ llftm 

dm ftt vJMd^T dfti irart Tt ^ sfR wm Tt^ TRid Tigir TftI f^rr ft i gd 
tjpfm dm afR M^MH dmr ^ ttt artrftt tt aeft^si Iftiiii tit ft, nftft Tifn 
Tfcnftd dftt ffttj TJ ft 1 

(v) 40% Tfftrft TT TCT dt^ft gtj dm TRTfcTcT lift dft ft, dlRb TgH aifftT 

ft I T? dftfftfftiT ft f% TPjft ?dTRT Rwft 10 ft ftt aifftr Tm ft ftftt 

ft ftR ft gaR TFT ft, wr Tft ft gf^, ftft ftrft ft, tf arlftm 2 % ft 3 % ftftiift 
Ft Tmft ft afR tftRriT ftR ti 40 % Tifft^ft dftr 1 

(vi) Ttftdd yrft ftr fftniT Trrft ft ram, dftrraT alR aiTTfftTT Trrft tt 20 % afR 
Tftrrft cTeiT tsR TTift ft dT ft ftiFmT TUT ft I FTTftt argftft dftt ft dr Tmft 
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3fk ^ ^STFTT ^RTTltlT | 3T^n^, 20% TmR HFq efFRT 

argw? 1o9^ 'H'we>ti ^ ^ nn^ ^ 

aifSmj t I 

(vii) vjfe^d 1 %^it we ^ f^fwr 'w t % 

^ 3TTcpf^Wf5 yW? ^ ^ I 

(viil) 20% y?! ^ yi yytr afk w^rj vmRR di^Rtyy yfcT ail^ t, yifrf^ wtririt 

y^ 3ft7 'HiMM y?TRR d7MRcyy ^ wr cTFRt -yy io% ^ f^fwr ynw ti 

(ix) ^jy^iFRT ^ iraWdief wraT?y yy y^kyyycy 20 y^ yiyr rit t, yftf^ ww t, 

Fff n«i ^ yy yTy^TT t ycfyiy wfcn^y y?^ ^ 23 y 4 ^rt ^^y?! ti 
t ’Jc^IFRI WWT ’fr tTpRT t I 

(x) ym ^ wfty arcifcr 12" wri yictt yr^ywfy ^ eyyW ^ yic^t yr ^ 

3fwR yy yyj# Hiyy f^raiwi f^iy yre^jey yyr^ fjRi t, yflf^ yf^ ey 
3imN yy yif^ fiPy yy y% t, ?yT yyyy y^^ yy^wryi y^ t i ^ yywr ^ yigcy 
f^raiwT ^ fcT^i yRyidd y^ yigrt^ y^t argyf^ yr^ t\ ywfi I 


8.2 % -Ty^MryeT sry y 5 t y^ fMfMt yy aiy^ ^eyy 14 ^1^5,2000 yit yy^ yiy 

1 ^ f I y 5 <fr€t y?r fewRryf yy yyym ^ w t •- 


(i) ^ ygiyfT'y wm 3it?jRm y?t tyyr 52 ^ ai#! yg^^ y?r ^ y^i^' 1 ^ y?r ai^raya# 

y?r yrpypRt t 1 in yyr^ ^t, yrye y^ yywr Try^Mnjyy y^ cRyyei 
WTcW yyn^ yy^ eft afk ■y^ ^ yiy y^ yyyft wra wy yrmr 1 fyrfc^, 

■^yyiTcT yiyyyy ^ aryxj^.iooe ■yRysrft ■yroryyi ^ yyyRici 3icTy—atcTwi yyiyt ^ y^ 
^ argytf^ y^ ^ yry yy aumRy a yr yry yfr yRt yicft Riy io,82o/-yyy 
c^ "aryf^ aiciy-amwT yt yyry" yyj^ yy t 1 aftds yi^sdi ReiRt ^ yyw 

yyRtytR Rertr ^yiftyfK’d afR Reftyci: 12" yyiyr yicft ynwy ^ 

Tftaififef yyieff aRTwi fdy ayry—atfiyy yinyt fciy yy ytt yt^ ^ ar^ytyyref 
•^tyy TT^fy c^T I yyi yjy ytyi^j yyn yiy ^ ■y^ f, ■?yi 1 enj ytt ’jyyiH yiy^ y^ 
Rnj yyyMfijcT yTty |t 1 

(ii) 'sIRy^'i ynei—yysr attyyi vjte^t y^ nm yRr yRfy y^ yt?T ytt y^t? ^ 

^ yry^jcyi yyr^ ^ yw 35/—yiyij yRr wr yft ■yy yy ■^yRoy ypyyr slai ^ 1 
#F[yf yjy.^. y^ yyRyr ^ afly ^fyiyf y^ yyyyr^y^ y^Ryy ^ 35 /-yiyy 
yfet yy y^ yyft yryyj'wi yy •gyyny y>y yt t 1 ^ ^ctrs ^ ^r wt^ 

^ ddyi^ yy «yien ’ft yieyjcy^ wyt y^ arapfy anyr t afty ywry yft yry tf 
^ yRiyy ^ yt yaRt^y Rcw yTpftyftycT eftfdd aiyyR yy yiyyf aRR-atcRR 
yyiyf y^ aiyrffy anyr t 1 

(iii) yywtr, yyy-yyyry aify yjyrRyyyf yf 1 %cr ’jr ^jaftwi cTm yy any yft yyer-yyy ’jy 
’jyftyy ctfri yy *111^1 f^ymi yyi^ y^ Rmfyy y^ Riy aiRt yiyyiRt RyTiRr^t y^ 
ai^yiR ci'(^d f%yjT yirr ^ 1 
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(iv) eTFRT T? T*Tfr3TTT?ft Rnlci ^ SIRTR R? 

cHOmi RRT t I RRNf ?TFRT WRTT^ cf?t MRR RffRET 

RTOTR RT cRJ^ R^ eft, Rftfftj RcfRTR RMN R^ 4,13,90,000/- ^ tuift 
t I (RctRTR RTRTK ^ m amirf^ ^ eRRcT ^ WR cMT^T Rft ^ WT 

t) I 

(v) 20 Rft ^ RftcfRRiRR ^ 'RTeT ^ ^jsftRR TTFRI R7 Rf^ 40% Rft ^ RfftR^ RH ^ 
Rm[ 3fk Rclft RRT ^ RRRR RR ^laWR Rft RRftR Tlf^ 1%^ ft Tft RTTR, RR 
ftt R?fRH cRRR ^RTRftftR ^ ftf R^<E7 f I 

(vi) Rt WTRf R? Rftftem RRR 3lk RR^Rvft Ifti^IRT RRR TRRR7 RKT RRT^ R^ 

ftttft Ri argriR f?K Ril t i ?Rf^, ^ rr r^ r^ rrrri 

#ftt#r fftRW RRRt 20.75% Rft RT R^ R^ftSTR RRR sflT RO'Mi'ft eft fft>RRT 

RRpft ^ft fftRftRR ^ feift 20% Rft eRJ^ RRRT t, RTRfft? Rj.cft.fft.fft. Rft RftftaTR RRT/T 
Rft 23 3/4% Rft R? R7 #RT t I 

(vii) aiTRft^RRl RRHT afft? RRR Ren WTER UVlIRpieh Rft TRRRft fft?TTfftft?ft 

3rft^ RRftR eft STJRN Rft RTTlft I 

(viii) vdlftcl TIJTTRTR sft? eZRR ^ RT^RHTfR RR RftRRRT^ R^ RRT RTjfft RlsMell^R 
RR vjDqRcfJld 20 Rft R^iIri RRI ^ | RcfRTR pRRcT RR 'jc^SI'd WRlft STjfttfftrl RRftR 
eft arjTTR IdRl RRT ^ I 

(ix) f^yiRI RRlft RR ^JRRTR TRRRT 7ft 3RRWRR TERTR ^ 31^^ TIWR gRT 

ReiTjftlfftR "ft ft ftel RRlfftftf cTR? sfW igrftft^T ft tftfftFT RRTfftftT 

Rj RfftR^ ^ stcTT-SrcTTR RRpft ^ felR RTRft 7ft an^JR R7 fW RIM t I 3^3^117 
^ Tr^rftRftRRT RR 3ftR-3TcRH RRR cTRIR RR f I 

(x) WRJTTP RRK RTRT ^flReft RRW RT 3nHTf^ t 3ftR tft3ftR^ TJRRrT 7ft 3TePm fftlR 
RRR TIRR wftR RiRR’ RR 3nRTl^ t R8R ^RlfelR ?RRft ^elRT R^ Rft RR ^RRRft I 

eft 3)diqi, WSRJ3Rj RRR Rift ER ?RR^ RR 3rieilRT) %, RIRfft^ ftt3ftR?I RRieft e^ 3ieRR 
7ft RRR ^ 3RRTf^ t, fftRTRR 3fe1 t f% RRTR Rft R^ ftRT3ft 7ft tjcR 3fH RTftijRT 
Rft gRTTTR Rft Rpft R^ ilViJdl cTCR 7ft arjRR fftTR RR f | 


9 . 73R7TO RiRTSf TfJ aiWR R^ sfR ^ RTR^ Tjft RTfR-R^W 7ft fttRH RRftftcT TfRR ^IJRRT 

7ft ^flRft ft Rcrlft vJRRftr t :- 


(i) TTF RRTelR TftcR^ R7R ^ RR 10 RR7R,1995 ft 3HrRT,1996 RcR fftiRT RRT (RT | RF 
RRTcTR 13tT7 RRR ft ftftjTR SlPjIft Tfft epftt Tfft tjr 7}Rft 3ftR ftftt 3TRjfft ft ft^ft dift 
eft RTRR TR7}R? 7ft fftftR 7^ R^ftRRR fftrRT RRT RT | 

(ii) RRftrftfRc^ ft RR TJRrI r^ RTR^JcR^ ttr r^ ^ iJRTTH RTTr fftRT ft I R? RTRTR 

Tfttftftl m$qdl$ftt 7ft RT7RR ft ft T^lftft^ ?T7fT RRR^ftt 7ft aiRR-aTRRUT 

7ft fftR R^cRft TfR fftRkR Tpftf ft ftftftR ft I RRfttfttRRT ft R¥ TTTft ftft ^ ffti ftfR 





[Mmiii—■?5TO4] 


■HTOT Tram : STTtnmi 


n 


^ ?TTftc4 f^pSTT ^ ?Tr il'klrf^d TT^ rfTt f?r<TlR(T 

epfT ft <41 1^ I 

<f>4t^ ^ M cpr^ ?Td- ^ t ft> ^ cJ^mPkj'I' 

■»TSTT^ frft TTTfi tttH Tf^t wrar?^ ^ ft^rn w ^Jcqftt Tf^T 'ftarttr^ 

qr c4r^ TTreyjc<tr TnftcT t i Tf? Tf<t rrrfrMtrM ^ 

^ cRfr ^ 3RmT fM ^ ^ yrrtTT ft^m an, 

Tpmr ^ 34fci(t<w m ^ifrcTH ftrrr vjrR^r^t f, ^ ^r ftRTR ft^n tstt 

triktt t I ^ ir ft?ft ?Trf r ^ ^ TRrrtj ^ sfet/ut^ 

^ cpFlt c^ y^TTRf eft ?llfte1 ftmT ’liJI 45|| ^TTcpeTT ^ 1 cTcMT^Id, Hl^ftcn ^dft 
rjep STcPT efilft eVll ftft <4ft ?nft fftrj MxH Tftftlft eJ<T wftM ft)<41 vjncTT cR[ 
WT eTRT r^rf^ aRFT ^PTR <ft Wy grp^yy ■TyiftRl-cT ft TRJnn t 1 IRTWT, ^Teppy 
ft yW?R ft ftft ft^ZH ftftR ftqft cyftzT efftfd ft TgftRftT ft^RR €ftt rRf) 
3RR-ftRR Wft ^ ^<RTH TfRcTT t 3ift rfft ftcRR ft ftirr ftftft ft -^ft ft ipR 
^ TTcfj ftftiT yTHR ftftfftr iftzfT W t I ftftft ^ ftgn ^ Ry^id ftt rryp ^ Z{^ 
ft TTFrft ft 3rwi ^ ^ 3T^ ftcT etrt tftrr ZJ1T ^ ?ftt rRf^R ft ^raryTd ft 
ftny RyTj^ zfRft zpy ftftty fftzyy t I ftft ftfttft ftm dft zfRdT, m ^ ’Tmift ftft, 
epl ftft TTRH 'didl 1 ^ ft^ft ftftftH Mejlft ft SRR—ftpRR ft feft 31 eld 13WT 

fftftfftr cfRft ft ^ ft ftft Tift?" Rft b\ Z1<4)dl I 

(iii) ^JRpg ftifftry ftt ftftft ft cpy i^xiftftftcT ^ \3iftTir ^rrt Tftt t I ^tftft ^ 

^ ^RZ2RRft fttSRR ft^ ft ft Uftn TfRft ft fenj t I IRfTTfftT ftft ftftft 
ftt Ml5Hell§ft1 ^ 'Srftftr eJRft 3ift m^HeUgd qieft efTT Hi4lel*1 cfRft ftftft HTTT 
fftv; erflft eyyft ezra eft Ufriftri cfRft ft f I 

(iv) ftftft, 3rqft TRmft, ^ srarerr ftftrRiTr ft Tyftt ft zp^ rjeftr^ Rft fftzn t fft ^rttcRt 

fftrr 4jfyft zft cTRerfft}) 3ift?r ft fftry elR; fftrj ^ ft TReftftr ftt ^-TfflTcr 
ft SPgfttfftcT fftryy zjyp^yr 3TTd?zra t I fftft ft Reftct ft, TRdTd ft ft STjftlfftcT 

eTRdT ft ■‘IT, efftfft "'JcTelft WTef ft zy^ fft^ftep vftii_ ftfft '3 Ctrl ffrlTcPf 3RRd,1996 ft 
efR ft zft f 1 

(v) ftt ftft eft OTHcPlft d ftrft zfTy rpzyrlfR^tTTpy cfyy rift sfft ^ yppR ftt TJddT 
ftft Zp[ (ftfterr ft ftft Wi STeHl 3RftZRft ft | zy^ ^pftzirftzT ft fft ftftft ^ SfTd 
^ TPTZTTT ft fft ^rrft 3RR-3TcRR y^Rf ft gzRlH ft itR ft r’xjftftl’el ftt ^ddftigge 
ft TjfftcT fftzTT eyy | zftftft ft zy|: ft gpftzy fftzyy ft fft rpEyftfftftcT ft ^ WT rPT 
f^dclld ZfRft ft feld ftftft ft ST^ftcT yM ftf ft I ftftft ftf ^Z-f ftqoyy ft yzrftftftef 

ft dft fft^ f 1 

ftzrrfft yifti ^Jeftzy fftzyy zjyy ^ f fft ftftffty syftft ft fttftftf ft ^ ft zyyry ft yyftry 
ftftRR ft wrftftftz dZf) 3feR-3mTR Ty»TR eRyyft ft fftyr yyycpyyzy eyy | ^yyryyyy yRReyfftft 
ft fftft ziyyft zyyft fftftf zyy yzyypH ft yxpy ^ fftjed) SRjftft ft! ft zip ZTZfft, 
^ Zjzrft ftt ft dH ft ^ft ffty fftfty Z3 eftzy zy fftqy zyzyy ft i zfft ftf lyzyzy ftzypy 
fZT 3TRyR yz fft zyrr ypEyypyry lyz ypyy^ pyryyft ft ftyir rjzift ftf ft ypy ft zyyft yyyyzyyzy 
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^ ywR 3nw ^ ^ ^ ^fFPcn i ^ cf> 

^ef3jtt ^ ^ wttr c}5t ^ efi 3fH iepr 

^ iraic^ i> f^ 3FT^ ^ ^f> HET ^ vjfetHfecT ^ R7 3Rf^ oETF? e^I I ^ 

t WR ^ ^ fcT? ^ TFJftEf ^T 29 f^RW,1995 ^fertcT 

R^rMrrjEf y-cjMH r?! parrel ^ ari^Rjf^ r?! efr i fR, 

c^ T^-RRTcf ^ ^ ^tr TTRil^Rer ^ auRf^ ^ Ripfr rtI%r i 

(vi) RT TJ^-RRR ^ f^ElkR r 51 ^3R^W ^ SRT M^Jc^ 

RTRofr ^ cllHMqiffl ^ ePT^RT^ RTF^ RR vJe^^ RRRT RR^ft ^ Rllcll ^ I 

RPR^ ^ RRTcR Rcf6R,1995 ^ 3TRR §3TT CR I 3 T^'h'1RcT eft, 

^ S'(^l HR)K HRI'clH fdk; vjHelsI R^ R^ ai^fclR ^ ?RRRcT 
FTT^ ^ I RRRRTcT, R^ R5 RTgRR RR^ ^ cTWT 3 R^ FIR RR fcp 

RRT aiRRlRT RRT 3mf^ R^tRR TfaiR Rll^rRRft RR 3T^'H1rR RTRT cp^ f^mftcT RET 
RRRI Rife's' I R? RRRR f% STRTRPf R^ ?J^3IT?r ^ RTR IRP RR^TTRcf 3IRf^ 

R) '%K f^TRf^fR R^ RI^RIRr RFR^ ^ RiR ^RrRr RTRRRft ^ TIRR^ RR! R^ f?ERT, 

RtTR Rrfft ?41R)|4 afr^RR R> WR TRRR: 5TfRR ^JR^ePRR R^ t TTRkR | 

3TRf^ RRR RTRT^ afN R^ RR ^-RRTR ^ wflRR/f^RtTTR R^R^ ^ RTR ^ 
Rlf^TRiRR ^ ^nRR5 RR?'^ ^ RFR 3TRRT# R^ TrI^ RR ?TT gif^lR^RR ^ ^ 3ER 

RlRefr ^r Tfr^ fSqf^IRi Rft f l R>r RF ^ RHRT RT1%R f?p RT%PTR RTR 

RRT f^fRIRT^ RTt^ Rl^lq f^erf^ RT RR RRT TRJcR^T ^ RRTR RTflRR 
c^tM ^ ir?RTR RTt ^EiftRTR R# RT^ sffR Rf^ RRR ^ Rf^ ^ R# 

RflRTT 3TRRTRT f, RR RF ^ 3TR^ sfN 1^*^RI'fl RR RT^ I 

(vii) RRtMRcT % RR5 t flfr Rl^ ^ ^ ^cTHR ^ RRT RTfRcnFR 

arfert^ rrrIr ^ rrjTTRR rrr rt(j^ rtr ^rrtrt t i r^rrtt rr 5 t % arf^RR 
Rf^ R^ t. FR RfFReRFR ^ 200 Rep ^fifR % ajt? RT^M R?! 12" RRTR 
RTcft RTFRcTTFR R^ ^ 10 f^O^O e1*Rl4 ^ R^ ^ I 

^ RRT R?r 12” cRTO RTefr RTFRRTTFR RTFTT RR\RRT ^ 

RTR ^ RTTcft f I Rh/fl RRTR R^t R^ arfrTRRR '^91 ^ R ^ RTR Rf^tp 

^ ^gf^TRT ^ RRET ^ afrPjM R^t RTR RTR TFT t I RTFRHTFR 

R^ ^ cRRR T'^Hl'tflS'cT ^ R^JR R^ 'Rpft RlfB^ I RT^TTR RF ^ 1% FTT RTFRelTFR 

^ RRIR RT (eHkj f^fTRRT RRT? vdMRl'l TTRR RT ailRR R? PTtilRrl f^RT RTTR I \^?Tl[th 
RF^ RcR^ I^TRT RTT ^RR t % RTTRt R? eTRTRT RRT RTR5JRRT TJRTTRt ^ aiRTR ^ 
tM^T ^ ?sTtMf? RRT RTFRcTTFR RRR'Tr fc^ R^ t I TfR^MlReT F^T RTcT 
F^ R^ RT? RRTRT f% R?T^ RTtMf? aiR^ vJRTIrI ^ arcTRR f^ F?T 
RTFRRTTFR RR RRlfTR R^ t I F^ t?sf^ F^ RR^MtFeT RRTTcff R?r ^eTT# 
^ cT^ RTFRcTTFR ^ ^ ?TRigHllel'P ailRT? R? RTFRcTTFR R?f eTRT^ f^T?TRT 

RRT?! RTT gRRTR RTRRT § I 

(viii) antaflRfr r^ rRhch rT F?ft RRtt? r^ rrtrtrI ^ rretri ?trtr r^t ^ r^^rrr 
rimIcTi arr^ ^ aiTf?—aicTRR R> fciR io,800 /—rrr mR) micTi R?f r? M'<-aiRln r?T sft I 





[^m—~spg4] 
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^ afcRT^ irETicR ^ \3MiiVi ^ ^ Wl ^ 

cfem^arr ^ ti^ ^ ^ ^fTTfrl^r?! ^ t i ^f5t 

c^ cfj ar^-aimT^ trr ^ sthfit ^r^reit ^ 3FR^ ^ 

yg^FT WT ^ ^ 1^ yHN cPTRT ^Ff^^TcT ^ t I 

(ix) TT^nlMhT^T ^ yFM SM y^ WFT yf^yjcT^ ^ 3m% y^t t i yg^ anyf^ 

y? t yi^Mdi^y yy gyfrRTT gey?rH ^ ^ t afk g^eysm cTFRt yy fcpyR 

RT ^yyyy i y? »fr yfPRT yift^j fcf> ^ ^ eryrf y^ yRwif^ yy g^y 
'i^cii y5t dMia c^ f^lyfyy ^ 1^ any^yyi ?tyT ^ i ?Tsy ^ yryyjy f% f^ryy 
gyr gyy^m (yryyry^yy y?r gfe ^) ^ ^ yr, yy ^ gy<Mfw ^ ?yT yy 
yiwf^yj yyyly f^ m i yy vic^<Hi^)y t % gy^Mg^^ w^ wt Tejii mtmr 
y^ yr afty f^Tny ^t (iR-hmIti geygiy ^r ytyyn y^ Ryr yr i y^r 

y? ye^yy ysyyr yRry t % y^t^ ift yrydty yrR y^tyrRyyp Hiyy Rtyfyy ^ Rnsrat 
yy argyjyy y^ yjyyr t i ^ fg, ^ yry^ ^r gfey^ y^t yy^yiyy y^ 
^ aiyyiyr y^ yy yiyyn i 

yyrf^, ^ gcy^iyr f^yycy^ ^ yRyyfrr y>t yf^ryyryy cnyy yy fW? %yT 
% I erpTcT ayyiRci w^ey)! yy Riyfyy yr?^ yryy y? yiRry^yy yf^yryy ciiya anyry 
y^ yyyy ^fcTFiRyp g^y yy gcyfiyr afR yRn gafryy wyy yy ftyR ysyyr y^ 1 1 
yy.yei. yjFyyylt ^ fcR ftpyryT yyr^ ^ Rratyy ^ yfyf^ y^M yjyR ^ ?yf 
yy yyr ^ yyRiR y>t y^ eft afty ^ yrRjyjyTy ^ yRyiyRrat y> ftfrrcTRryj 
gyy armry yy cyyy Riyfyy y^yyr yirft y^ yy RrRy 1%yT err i wgey) Rratyy 
^ fRy ?y7 yrf^Fpyy ^ arRil yy y^ yyypy y^gl^ ^ argyyy ycfyry yryR ft ftt 
yRyryRryt ^ geyfiyr <ft yfyy ft ftfft^iRra^ g^ yy IftyR fftjyr ynyr t i y^gyyy, 
gryr yygy yRyjerft yft ?yr ftfty yy? yRfftfty f^yr yyr ^ i 

(x) ^Rft€r ft yyfyy afty yftftpyy cnyy yy argyry ftr mR^mRi yft yfftycyyy eyycT i> 
anyR yy eryiyr ^ i g^RioyT ^ yfyy ft ^ yyyftt 3?t ?yT yy yft ftt yRftyRi 
yft g^ eiMid ^ argyrry yryftffty fftjyr yyr ^ l 

(xi) ^fttftftt yryr ^rr yryft ft wyy yRyj^ftt ft yrft yy fftfftR yyiRoyftt yRmn fftyer 
aiyfft ^ Iftiy ‘yryyffty^' yft ft yffty yftt t i yyrfft. y? yyr t 1ft7 ft 
yftRTcT yftt t. yft ft ^ apy yjyRf ft yRlffty yyye afty vjyyyy? ^ fftjyryr 
yyrft yy yRyyyy ^ fRg yyfty fft?y ft i ?ft gy, yryr fftyiRci ay# 
^igftf ^ yfftyry yy ymlyy y^yyr any^yyj y^ t afty ^yi yfyy ft gyftMycr yft aiiMfriyi 
ygy yft aryfr f i ?yft yyyy, yiyr IftyiRd ciftt g^ yy any (anyaftyff^) 
ajR Htiftl ^ yryy ft ^yr yrfftysyy gKi argytfftyr gfeyfty^ eft argyny ^ afty ^yrfciy 
?ft argytffty fftyn anm t i 

(xii) yiftleTi ft anyrr yRy^ry yy arrtnRy fftyyft yy fftryyr yyryf afty ywiffty yft ^ ?y 
aftcpftlr yft fftyjyyy 5o/-yyg ft gyffftyr tftjyr t TOry'yyTft yft yfft ynft afty yfftftar 
anyry yy fftyffftr fft^yi ynyr ft, yy ftft gyityR ft y^ryiy yft ft yiftyr gfe yft argyfft 
ft yrrft ft i ftfttfftci yRyr?rft ft yft yft ftyai aiyft y^yy yyj gyfffty fftyr yyr 
tl 
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(xiii) (ix) ^ (xii) ?T^ ^ fSuifOmI ^ ?mMFi ^ 

Tn ^ I 'H?l'lRfcT LiRcfJci'i cf^I PTFTT TJcp fclq'i^l arjBTtT 

^ TTcET t I 

(xiv) ?Tr Hl^ei ^ 1995—96 ^ qjqd I;’<4) «IR (STTPREETofFl) WtildH ^ qillfel ^ I 

RPi^ ^ wyjc^bl' PIT Rmkn f^ETcr Trf PP^Pit Pip Rid t I prg, p? 

■•It '('Mtd ■^nR ^ TFISTT vjiHI ’Ellf^ <451 PltilRd 1995—96 TEFftTflTcT H<4lei'i 

^ ^Pfd ^ ^ dlFj;^ #t I ^IF 3TRr?W t 3fR SE^I TTPR PPTdff 

aicTT ^ 'cflt^ 3fR ^ IjIRTT t Hlf^ Slof PltlfRcI y?J(r^ 3icR-3Rr?H 

^ 3E?I iHd'l ^ cTEJ^ T f%PT ^ 'Hpl I 

?TT PPI^ ^ ^ FIFRT pjRPo 3igTTR pRcPt^ t, WffcF ^ TK'^Pd 

AtIIcH ^ 'dqpRT Pr^fd aiclPf c^ qlyH dl'j^ Ti^t ^ I TTSCcT:, ^ 3E?I TFTeft ^ dM^, 
fifizrT ^ Tl^dl, P-q'lR’ ^ dlc^ PcfpH dl'ld fiKI ^llRfd f I qtfdH dMld 
P5t ^ cPR^ ^ 4ft 3PPTHT 3np?®E5 Ftn Pf5 3TRc|(d1d1P> PPIFlf ^Pt T5lv?<P'{ ^ iIPTelt 
^ y^ctpl ('FhfftpRl) piT TPR ^ FIPJt PhPI ^ 'dcpdl I 

?P RRRcifcHlt ^f P) fcTV W9jcJf>r aiRFfr SIPT Ti?frER/^STI ^ f^ 3PI^ 

WWIP ^ ?TT TT?i«T if TmtPRT ^ 711 Rid 3irP9Pcp FFPT I ®IFT 60 ^ 

aiPtcp Rni ^Mt^ rRtr PTpf ^ irgirr itpt? Rr^tRci cpt^ 

^ TET^ ^ FTT TrPpfFm ^ f^dEP 5 '3RTft,2001 ^ 311^ ^ 3c^^sl ^57^1 ^RTcT 
RttRi ^f?r PifFH HTJeJpi ^ TtTtTtEI/TPfteTT ^SURcp 1TRM SET^ 

^ ^ ’flcTT ingiT <PT wit! TRTT t I 

(xv) ®JFr ®TF ^3c#sr ^RTT ^ 3^111 FtPT % ^SIRpI 5 ^T^ 7 PTcT FTF^ fH inPRlrEP 

311^ ^ t, f^TFPr ^if Pr4q sir Pp p?r aM ^ 9 d 3^^1,1997 

^ ^Rdlcl ^ wm ^ ^ ^ EH cpr wflPRI cPT^ p^t ^pRpi^ TlPtfl 

p5t cp4ft t 3fR FttRei pf RrcPp t I 311^ cpt gvjnra -yiPidP ^ 

^ t afr? ^ FTT mPEPEP ci5t RciPr alR ttfiri cpi4w>J|iofl ctcr f^Ttwr 
i^taiN^ ^ tufR ^ FTT^ Rn4p 4> tret f^PER cpi-^41 ^351^ gij tertr (HPifp 

wdP) ^ ift Reft t 1 pPM jttt wig ^ gpr 4)^ ^ p?! p4 

cp^qi^^f RT ITTPpfFE d'll'I RtI FTT TTtPTcPT'P Ept TIftIddI ^ TRpTeT ^ | TRpfcT PETFTT 
c^4f€r R7T PF WT ^ I E^t^t ^ T^ FTT ^ RR t TW ^ 

1995 ^ ddPlH T3T PfElfRd EpT^ c^ Pi“l<4 F?! FT! ITTpREiR gflTT gfe el?! vjii'fl 

t I H^IMtlH err arPrPRTT ^ ETITT 52 F3T% FT ETF UlPREEp ^ gEpRR RaR rP 
TEpift %. Eifr fttp yyjo^Pi aigPif^d aftr rt ttepr t i ^ "pf g4-ypR 

^ RTjcEpr FTt argnlRd epf tiw, cr ftt t^ptt eptrI ^ Ept^ ugpEp 

FWt afr? FxTR ^ IT^ Ept vFt 4 PT^ ^^REj 'Pl;7JcEF' RTTgEft | TTTJcEpf Efft tj4-R»TR 
^ PlETtPiT ER^ cjft aiTEfTETEpcTT Ept EFPT^ gg, PfPl PdIcTO ^ 4f TW f^ETT t PP WTpRT'i'P 
^TF ER ficpdl ^ I ?l®TTf4, ETF ITTPlEPEP ^Tft ?Tf4d<lI FF It4Pt EpcRf qcldld ^ PldKl^J 
vjt^r FERp P ERRt t I FTT FTFc^ P, RTJcEpi EfF gp-RFR P PtElk^ WF ^ RTgcT 

gEF aiTpErm r amnPiT t. aiEft^ EJtarpRi ftf^ P ff gEp uPrrt ^ PPg pg 

apEiiPen FT anETiPcT rt i 


[■*11^111—1^1^4] 
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^ IfTT ll?t XR ^ ^fecpH ^Tlf^ ^ ^ t I 

^ yifbjcf)i<u| ^ HI+lc^ ^ *5^—TTlfR ^ cfil'fll^ cfi^ c^ 'MH0 cp^ 

lichdl, viT^ cpT^in^ ■\3'H45 St^ci^el ^ aft? ^ yi|ttcfj'(u| ^jfl (J'^i ct»i^ cji] ^STWl 

^ ^1^ cf5^ 'd'l^dl, uR Pl“l<l vdH<^ ^ ^ ^ I iTtR ^ llF vjiMdi ’ETlf^ 

ITT snfSr^RT^ eTttt Tiifr ^TFicflr aimiui w ijcptt*tt^, aftr 

■4^tTT^ cfMT t, ^ ITT^^ ITT^f> TTRST TR^ iTlWr ^ ^-aiq^ gT aT^TTTT 

aRT^—aTcRT ^ TTcp^ |f I 

10.1 wR^iida: afR vTtitt ■rij cfiRwfi ^en ttrtt ktr arr^ ariiTR ^r urRlcfRi’T 

RlHR^Rsl'd ^ iFt ij4-TmR ^ 10 ^^,1995 ^ ai^f^TT ^RcTT t aftr cfit WNtJH'l' cRl 

ai?^-111 - fcrfcm w?; TTRT 'ur' - ijqiRBfr afR Tirra ^ TRtnr ^ 1^ tptt^ ^ ai^-^ij] 
a)ci*fd arq% hh ^ ?iiP)d cqy^ cf>r Rf^?T ^ai ■& ■.— 


did 

TTO 

TTdd dd did 

Idd^ 


dT 

(wt) 

1. 

c^4^t d5t 12" ddRT dTcft dridcTTId dRdd 

8 ^ dT dTT^ 

5529/“ 


^ afters dTScTT '^i acdRd 2dJ ^ TdlflTtlT 

did d?t dffr 

ddfr 



Rem ijxrMtw df^dR affr Rorfdd: 





ifraTtTjR ddieit dd aicRd 

^ dT 



2. 

12 cdKl dTcff dTIdRTId ^ dlfcid 

dTTdd 

584/- 


600 TJdifr tfq c^ Rttt 

did 



3. 

12" dcrm dicfr dridRTid 15^ 519 ■qrnft 

d1% ddT dT 

dTTdd 

338/- 


RdTcfr dd dp RfRTdT ddR 

did 



4. 

16" SdTTT dTcfr dTIdRTId ^ 15^ 519 TT^ifr 

dfcl dCI dT 

dddd 

337/- 


d5 R'Jlcfl MM d5 fci<; f^'ildl UdK 

did 




10.2 -vaq^EFd ai^Hlf^d ^ qcFq^.iggs % 3rfTTTr,i998 cj?t aiqRr c^ ^ TTEtiMniR 

Mdld-l ^ TftRfTT ^ cTT^ iWt I 

10.3 ^ '5^: M'JHll Rqi \Jlldl tcf? cf 3PT^ qyl did cZnqcR TTTfRTd/TT*ff£lT foU^' 

3TW ymr^ TTt,2001 ?Rj TR^ ^ I 

10.4 d^iM dit iJi iff Rf^ anm t f?fj ^f id ^ ^ argriR ijdiMrijef dit (di^) 
TRgcT d^r TmtRfd d^ affT d?t d^ afRfdT dTJfft, df^ dit^ t, dff dlddfr ardldift d7^ I 

■qd. nm, 31^81 
[1d5im/III/IV/143/3TOTo/2000] 
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ftsicl ^ •cll'W tv ^ TTP afty f^d’T'Rf: TflsflrjcT ’TCTOt ^ 


ain't"! ^ frtvi n»iix'l ^ nRoJcm ^ «;<iM qidl 



12' 7TOT 

tilfdd 

12" TORT TOft 

18" TOTH TOpft 


TO^t 

TO 

WTW5^ ^ 

mSMdlSH 


■sl9>c1l5H 



'^'SI HM 




TO afrr TOT^t 

alt^ Roirfr 




5uPT 

hIto 

HR'nnFn ^ di'[fl('f4's') 

4,956,472 

328,400 

256,967 

242,500 

qcf'ii'i di'in 

41,342,700 

4,269,200 

3,338,000 

3,200,000 

4R'HqRi VI yflqnttiH ^ ^o) 

20 

35 

35 

35 

W'4|41 mfcii!l cl?l 'Ho 

600 

600 

600 

600 

Rqx“i 

■71^1(710) 

7TftT(7)0) 

X|R|(7'0) 

HftT(w) 

V. Pi*!<i di'm 





1. ®IKiT 

520,430 

34,482 

26,982 

25,463 

2. 3TTO 

297,388 

19,704 

15,410 

14,550 

3. ‘ipUim RFTtT/viilqHqiM ^ 

247,824 

9,383 

7,342 

6,929 

^rT Pi <4 Cl WMld 

1.065.641 

63,669 

49,741 

46,941 

B q?f wftr 'Treft PlHti Hi<m (ot—O il^ 

1,776 

106 

63 

78 

«r. aref-qfturHhr ww 





4. *ix'+lo 3fr7 crPTfT ^ 03.33%) 

165,199 

10,946 

0,665 

0 083 

5. 3r^bRH<h vm afr? cim v\ 15%) 

24,700 

1,642 

1,205 

1,212 

6. 5mR afK tWT ajwR’R’ 





WTO vr 20%) 

37,996 

2,517 

1,970 

1,859 

3I^4Rqd-flq WTO 

227.975 

16.105 

11,819 

11,154 

Jlf?r WeSt 3l4-qRqd-f|q WTO (OT-^ W) 

380 

25 

20 

19 

qf^qtf'ft^ WTO 





7. TOj;?r WTO ¥f?r qi^ 

1,222 255 

310,000 

318,000 

318,000 

8. anqjftro^ 5TTO (toj^ wtto to 12%) 

183,338 

47,700 

47,700 

47,700 

9 . TO^^aW TOR (TO^ WTO aik aTFPftTO’ TOT^ 





W 10%) 

281,119 

73,140 

73,140 

73,140 

^ TOJjft WTO uRlq^ 

1686,712 

430,640 

436,640 

430,840 

10. B ^ HfrT TOfl WTO 

2,811 

731 

731 

731 

11. (qi) 0 q?! wRi Hii?fl WTO 

0 

2,400 

1,056 

1,056 

(tst) a pt q?r qfii to?! wro 

0 

375 

250 

250 

(q) WWTOT alV? yP'WR tor (tp alt? to 10 %) 

0 

270 

131 

131 

12 . TO ^0 10 + 11 qy + 11 + 11 q' TO 





20 %) TOTO ^^q TOTTW TOTRW 

562 

757 

434 

434 

8 q?t iif?r tnW to TgR wRqd-Tlq wro 





(>34 xifl^'q') 

3.373 

4,541 

2,602 

2,602 

8 tfi qS\ 5lt?I W# TO ^Bf+TT) 

6,629 

4,672 

2,706 

2,899 

uRr ^ TO 

- 

564 

338 

337 



t»TFTlII—75TO4] 




17 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 9th March, 2001 

No, TAMP/I/98-KPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 
of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby fixes the charges for inter-transfer of POL products between the Dirty 
Ballast Tank at Old Kandla and Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited (HPCL) terminal at Kharirohar through the 
pipelines of the Kandla Port Trust, as in the Order appended hereto 


SCHEDULE 

Authority for IWIc^or Rort* 
cast Nq.TAMP/1/W~ KPT 

Th« Kandla Port Trust (KPT) - - - Applicant 


(Passod on this 14'" day of February 2001) 


This case relates to a proposal submitted by the Kandla Port Trust (KPT) about 
fixation of charges for transfer of POL products from the Dirty Ballast Tank (DBT) In Old Kandla 
to the Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited (HPCL) terminal at Kharirohar and vice versa 
through 12" dia pipelines owned and operated by the Port. 

2.1. In Its proposal, the KPT has mentioned the following points: 

(i) . The KPT, since November 1905, has been transferring POL products from the 

DBT situated at the Oil Jetty in Old Kandla to the HPCL Terminal at Kharirohar 
and vice versa through the Port Trust’s 12” dIa pipeline on the basis of 
requisitions given by the Oil Companies. 

(ii) . For the above said transfer of POL products, the Port Trust incurs expenditure 

only on operation of the valves on the pipeline cited. The pumps installed by 
the Oil Companies are being utilised for inter-transfer of POL products. 


(III). Based on calculation of hire charges considering Replacement cost of assets, 
Depreciation, Return on investment and other operating expenditure, the rate 
comas to Rs. 10,915/- per shift of 8 hours or part thereof. 


(iv). The KPT Board has, however, approved a charge of Rs. 10,800/- per shift of 6 
hours or part thereof In Its meeting held on 26 May 1998. 


2.2. In this backdrop, the KPT has requested this Authority to approve the charges 

for transfer of POL products bstvveen ths said two locations through KPT pipelines at 
Rs. 10,800/- per shift of 8 hours or part thereof. 


3. The HPCL was the only user of this facility. The matter was referred to the 

HPCL. It has opposed Imposition of the said charges for the following main reasons: 


(I). The HPCL entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) on 10 November 
1995 with M/s. Jaisu Shipping Co. Pvt Ltd., to utilise their bunkering facilities in 
Kandla for bringing in HSD. The KPT has already charged wharfage at the 
rate of Rs. 35/-per MT for the entire product that has been transferred from the 
barge to the dirty ballast tank and then to the HPCL terminal through the port's 
pipeline. The proposed inter-transfer charges will amount to charging the user 
twice. 
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(ii). The proposal for fixation of charges cannot be with retroepectlve effect. It has 
to be with prospective effect only. 

(ill). Discharge of product from barges Into the Dirty Ballast Tank has Improved the 
turnaround time of the barges, thereby Increasing revenue to the KPT. 

(iv). The KPT has not created additional facilities like additional Jettias, increase of 
draught, night navigation, etc., to meet the requirements of increasing FkDL 
traffic. In the light of inadequate facilities, the HPCL had to opt for barge 
discharging method, to maximise HSO throughput 


(v) The cost calculation presented by KPT is excessive. 

4.1. A joint hearing in this case was hold In Now Delhi. At the Joint hearing, the 

following submissions ware made by the HF’CL: 


(i). M/s. Jaisu Shipping Co. Pvt. Ltd., was a lessee of the KPT and had the facility 
of barges and the Dirty Ballast Tank. 

(II). This was not a routine operation but limited to the period between October 
1905 to August 1996. 

(iii) . The HPCL was paying wharfage. There was dispute only about the Inter¬ 

transfer Charges (ITC); and, only about the ITC through the Dirty Ballast Tanks 
at that. 

(iv) . The HPCL was not aware of the additional charge. This additional charge has 

also not been sanctioned by the Government Had the HPCL known it earlier, 
they would not have entered into an agreement with M/s. Jaisu Shipping Co. 
Pvt. Limited. 

(v) . In the 1995 notification, there is no mention of the dolphin or the Dirty Ballast 

Tank. 


(vi) . Even the KPT’s letter of January 1996 was about the 1905 Gazette 

Notification. It had nothing to do with this special operation. 

(vii) . The HPCL had a package deal with M/s. Jaisu Shipping Co. Pvt. Ltd. The KPT 

should have told the HPCL clearly about ITC. It was a crisis situation and the 
HPCL v/as racing against time in view of shortage in North India. The 
Government of India also ordered emergency operations. Therefore, in 
addition to the regular jetty, the HPCL had also to use the dolphin. 

(viii). The dolphin is a barge of about 2500 KL capacity whereas the Dirty Ballast 
Tank has a capacity of 4000 KL. It was a continuous operation. It was not a 
case of transfer from a regular storage facility. It was a device to provide for an 
emergency for a low tide when the barge might have to go back at once. In the 
case of Fixed Storage Tanks, whole tanker is unloaded and then the pumping 
starts. 


4.2. 


The KPT has made the following submissions: 


(i). Wharfage is tor use of the jetty / dolphin. 


(ii) . There is an additional charge for the inter-transfer activity. 

(iii) . Government sanctioned in 1995 inter-transfer charge and applied it 

retrospectively. 

(iv) . The HPCL takes from jetty / dolphin to their storage place through the 

intermediary Dirty Ballast Tank (others take it directly). Even if the HPCL took 
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it directly, they will have to pay wharfage. Only, there will be no Inter-transfer 
charge. 

(v) . The dispute is about inter-transfer charge (ITC) and not about wharfage. 

(vi) . The 1995, Government sanction was for ITC. It did not cover Dolphin. The 

proposal now is about the Dolphin. 

(vii) . The HPCL knew that it had to pay ITC. In January 1996, the KPT had called a 

meeting and advised the HPCL accordingly. 

(viii). The HPCL took permission from the OCC. The OCC permitted it but the HPCL 
was still not paying. The HPCL was required to deposit in advance. The Port 
has had to recover dues from the shipping accounts of the HPCL. 

(ix). Special permission was given for this operation. 

(X). The time limit on account of tide applies only to Dolphin and not to regular oil 
jetty. 

(xi) . If there was a doubt, the HPCL should have asked the KPT. The KPT should 

not be blamed for not clarifying the position about ITC. 

(xii) . The agreement says that the HPCL shall pay whatever charges are in vogue 

and whatever are levied in future. 

(xiii). For barge operation at Dolphin, dirty ballast back up is inevitable. It is a 
definite storage point. It is not a continues process. 

(xiv). Special pipeline was laid for which permission was given to the HPCL. MM. 
Jaisu Shipping Co. Pvt Ltd., may have laid it as the Contractors of the HPCL. 

5-1 ■ After the joint hearing, the KPT was requested to supply the following 

information / clarifications: 

(i). Whether the proposal sent to the MOST in 1995 did make a request for giving 
retrospective effect to it. 

(il). Whether the Order passed by the Government did specifically say that It would 
have retrospective effect 

(iii) . Whether the ballast tank was being used after August 1996. 

(iv) . The KPT to work out revised costing, a copy of which will bo sent to the 

Authority as well as to the HPCL. 

(v) . Whether the cost of the pipeline has been fully depreciated. 

(Vi). Whether it will be justified to take the capital value of the pipeline at the current 
price. 

In its reply, the KPT has submitted the following information / clarifications: 

(i) . Even though Board did not specifically approve the charges to bo recovered 

with retrospective effect, since the work was carried out prior to Notification, 
the charges were recovered. Even prior to year 1988 inter-transfer charges 
were recovered at Rs. 7.00 per ton as per the approved scale of rates. The 
Board Resolution was approved by the Ministry and published in the 
Extraordinary Gazette of Government on 29.00.1995. 

(ii) . The Order passed by the Government did not specificaily say to recover the 

inter-transfer charges from retrospective effect. 
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(ill). No inter transfer of POL products from Dirty Ballast tank to HPCL's tank at 
Kharirohar took place after 22 August 96. 

(iv). Revised costing incorporating the booster charges virill be forwarded after 
approval by the KPT Board. 


(v). Though the pipeline hasoutlived its life and fully depreciated, depreciation is to 
be considered and that too at the cun'ent prices based on the following factors; 

(a) . As per the costing principle, even though the life of the asset is 

expired, the asset is still in use. Depreciation shall be considered for 
calculation of cost/rate of hire charges. 

(b) . The life of the asset is extended by incurring huge O&M expenditure 

and keeping the pipeline in working condition. The Port has incurred 
huge expenditure on keeping the pipeline in working condition dunng 
the years 1993-94 to 1997-98. It is, therefore, necessary to take the 
life of the pipeline at the current prices even after depreciabon. 

6.1. In Its revised proposal, the KPT has suggested a charge of Rs.11,400/- per 

shift of 8 hours or part thereof as against the onginal proposal of Rs.10,800/- per shift of 8 
hours or part thereof by increasing the staff and stores charges. In addition, separate charges 
for diesel / electnc pumps of different horsepower have also been included. The KPT has 
explained that the revision of proposed charges have been made in the light of an audit 
objection regarding non-inclusion of charges for utilisation of Booster pumps in its earlier 
proposal. In working out the charges, interest @ 10.5% on original capital cost, return at 6% on 
original capital cost, depreciation at present day cost, cost of repairs and renewals (@ 3V3%, of 
the present day cost), incidental charges (@ 15%, of repair and renewal cost), and supervision 
charges (@ 20% on repairs and incidental charges) have been taken into consideration. 


6.2. The revised proposal of the KPT Is given below: 


SI. 

No. 

Name of Plant 

Unit 

Rate 

(Rs.) 

1. 

Transfer of POL products from DBT at Old 
Kandia to HPCL Terminal at Kharirohar and 
vice versa through 12” dia pipeline. 

Per shift of 6 
hrs. or part 
thereof. 

11,400/. 

2. 

Hire charges for diesel operated pump 600 
HP connected with 12" dia pipeline 

Per hour or part 
thereof. 

650/- 

3. 

Hire charges for electric pump 519 HP 
connected with 12" dia pipeline. 

Per hour or part 
thereof. 

400/- 

4. 

Hire charges for electnc pump 519 HP 
connected with 16" dia pipeline. 

Per hour or part 
thereof. 

400/- 


7. The revised proposal was sent to HPCL for their comments. In the meanwhile, 

another joint hearing was held on 20 September 99 at the KPT premises. At the joint hearing 
the following submissions were made' 


The Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Limited (HPCL) 

(i) . Wharfage in this operation includes charge for use of pipeline. The charge of 

Rs 35/- PMT from Jetty to HPCL terminal includes 10 kms of pipeline 

(ii) . Due to insufficiency of the KPT installations to carry their product from Dolphin 

to HPCL terminal, the HPCL were compelled to enter into a contract with M/s. 
Jaisu Shipping Co. Pvt. Ltd. 

(ill). Since no additional service was provided by the Port, there is no case for 
additional charge. On the contrary, the HPCL was forced to incur additional 
expenditure. Therefore, HPCL should be given some refund. 
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(iv) , The KPT might own the DBT. But, it was leased by them to M/s. Jaisu 

Shipping Co. Pvt Ltd. M/s. Jaisu Shipping Co. Pvt Ltd., paid the KPT for use 
of the DBT. The HPCL have entered into a separate agreement with M/s. Jaisu 
Shipping Co. Pvt. Ltd., for use of the DBT. There Is, therefore, no ‘transfer’ to 
justify Inter-transfer Charges (ITC). 

(v) . Since this operation speeded up the turnaround time of vessels, the KPT was 

benefited. 

(vi) . The HPCL had not received any ‘notice’ about the additional charge at the 

start of the operations. 

(vii) . The KPT had not taken the Central Government sanction. As such, the rate 

claimed by the Port was null and void. 

(vili). The principle adopted for accounting / costing is enoneous. 

(ix) . The KPT has claimed ‘depreciation’ even after the investment is fully paid up. 

(x) . The KPT has calculated depreciation at present day cost - 40% escalation - 

which is too steep. Basis for this has not been explained by the Port 

(xi) . Even the (objectionable) costing has been unilaterally revised by the Port. 

(xii) . The KPT has retained HPCL money. The KPT may be ordered to refund it. 

Payments, if necessary, will be made after TAMP takes a decision. 

(xiii). The KPT relies on clauses 15 and 26 of the letter of allotment. Clause 15 
covers only wharfage. It does not cover ITC. 

(xiv) . The HPCL was unaware of the addibonal charge. Apparently, the KPT itself 

was unaware. Otherwise, the allotment letter would have mentioned it. 

(xv) . Clause 26 talks of ‘rules and regulations'. ITC can not bo covered by that. 

(xvi) . Rs.35/- PMT covers wharf to terminal situated 10 kms. av^ray. If HPCL go to an 

intermediate tank at a distance of 200 mtrs., how can the KPT still collect 
Rs.35/- PMT and an additional ITC? 

(xvii), KPT’s costing must cover only the pipeline upto DBT and not the 10 km 
pipeline. 

The Kandia Port Trust (KPT) 

(i) . The HPCL has saved demurrage due to the present operation The HPCL got 

more material for keeping their refinery running. 

(ii) . For ITC, transfer of title is not relevant. ‘Operation of valves' is necessary 

Indian Oil Corporation pays ITC for Jetty to FST to Kharirohar although all 
tanks are owned by it. 

(ill). M/s. Jaisu Shipping Co. Pvt. Ltd., took DBT for bunkering for this operation 
HPCL used the KPT pipelines and the KPT have to operate valves ITC is for 
the operation of valves and utilisation of booster pumps. 

(iv) . It IS not a continuous operation. The barge discharges into the DBT 

Thereafter, pumping from DBT to HPCL starts and therefore, the ITC. 

(v) . Resident Audit Officer has objected for not charging the ITC. 
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S.1. After the Joint hearing, the HPCL was given three weeks time to file written 

submissions especialiy covering the points about objectionable costing done by the KPT. In Its 
written submissions, the HPCL has made the following points; 


(i) . The claim of the KPT should be rejected as the rate was not sanctioned by the 

Central Government and published by the Board in Official Gazette under 
Section 52 of the MPT Act. 

(ii) . There is no element of quid pro quo for the fee being charged by the KPT for 

services rendered by asking for charges for use of 12” dia pipeline. The HPCL 
is being made to pay ITC only for additional usage of pipeline from Dolphin 
Jetty to DBT for which only a pipeline of 200 mts. length and associated 
boosters, valves are used additionally. The extra service, if any, are only in 
respect of the 200 mts. length pipeline and associated valves and not the 
entire 10 km. length 12” dia pipeline (which usage would anyway have been 
included in the Wharfage being charg^ at Rs.35/- PMT). 

(iii) . The KPT cannot charge interest on original capital cost alongwrth return on 

original capital cost plus repairs, maintenance and other overheads of the 12” 
dia pipeline and at the same time, charge HPCL proportionate depreciation on 
replacement cost at the present day prices. This is against all accounting 
norms and principles. Assuming, though not admitting that HPCL is to be 
charged for use of the 12" dia pipeline, the depreciation on replacement cost 
cannot be charged. 

(iv) . The original capital cost has not been provided by the KPT. Similarly, the 

present day cost of the pipeline has also not been provided and no proof has 
been submitted for the same. The original capital cost and the present day 
cost mentioned are merely some figures without any substantive documents. 

(v) . The present day cost has been worked out by adding an element of 40% 

escalation per year, which is very high. It is well known that the entire steel 
industry is in a state of recession for the last 10 years or so and escalation in 
rates, if any, can at best be 2% to 3% per annum and certainly not 40% per 
annum. 

(vi) . The supervision charges are duplicated under fixed cost at 20% of repairs, 

renewals and incidental charges and also appears in staff and stores charges. 
This cannot be permitted and should bo disallowed. Moreover, the supervision 
charges at 20% is more than the general accepted norms or overheads being 
only 10% component of the cost as per recognised costing principles. 

(vii) . The incidental charges mentioned are to be disallowed as it has not been 

clarified as to what these incidental charges are. 

(viii). The management and general administration overheads of 20% is too high as 
normally 10% of the cost is taken as the management and general 
administration overheads. 


(ix) . The life of the pipeline has been shown as 20 years for the purpose of 

depreciation which is incorrect as can be seen from the fact that the present 
pipeline itself has already survived 23 years. To that extent, the depreciation 
cost is also incorrect. 

(x) . The costing principles of charging on the basis of usage in time i.e., for 

particular shifts or hours for use of the 12" dia pipeline is different from the 
wharfage charges which is being charged on per ton basis and hence there is 
no uniformity. For this reason also, this method of calculation should not be 
permitted for fixing tariff. 

8.2. The KPT has furnished on 14 March 2000 its observations on the comments 

made by the HPCL. The comments of KPT are summarised below: 
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(i) . The KPT is well aware of the requisites of prior sanction of tariff under Section 

52 of Major Port Trust Act In this case, the services were required to be 
rendered immediately to the HPCL due to oil crisis and sanction of Scale of 
Rates would have taken a lot of time. Therefore, "provisional inter-transfer 
charges” of Rs.10,820.00 per shift of 8 hours or part thereof based on already 
approved Scale of Rates for inter-transfer charges published in the Oujarat- 
Government Gazette of October 1996 has been recovered. The rate for the 
inter-transfer charges for transfer of POL products from Dirty Ballast Tank at 
old Kandia to HPCL terminal at Khanrohar and vice versa through KPT’s 12“ 
dia pipeline after getting It approved from the Board had been sent to TAMP for 
approval. Once the services has been rendered, the HPCL is bound to make 
the payment to the KPT. 

(ii) . The vessel has to pay Rs.35/- per tonne as the wharfage charges for berthing 

the ship alongside oil jetty along Dolphin irrespective of the distance. M/s. N.P. 
Patel, storage tank, M/s. Kesar Enterprises Storage Tank are also paying the 
same wharfage of Rs.35/- per tonne. The operation of unloading the daughter 
ship from Dolphin to Dirty Ballast Tank comes under wharfage charges and 
subsequently shifting of product from Dirty Ballast Tank to HPCL Terminal at 
Khanrohar falls under Inter Transfer Charges. 

(iii) . Interest on original capital cost alongwith return on original Capital cost plus 

repairs, maintenance and over heads etc., has been recovered according to 
the Government guidelines issued for the fixation of hire charges. 

(iv) . Depreciation on the replacement cost has been made upon the guidelines of 

MPRC’s Report and also upon the TAMP’s guideline. Cost of the pipelines 
which were considered m costing the charges, were collected from the present 
market rates which comes out to Rs. 4,13,90,000.00. [The details of original 
cost on the basis of current market value has been annexed with the 
comments of the KPT.] 

fv). Even if a 40% escalation per annum is considered on the original capital cost 
with life span of 20 years and also the substantial amount of repair and 
maintenance cost for number of years is taken into account, the present day 
cost IS more than justified. 

(vi) . The supervision charges at two places and hire charges for the equipments 

have been fixed as per the policies made by Government. Hence KPT can not 
charge less on its own. The KPT charge supervision charges 20.75% for 
the works and 20% for the fixation of hire charges of the equipments, whereas 
the CPWD ceiling limit for supervision charges is 23 %%. 

(vii) . Incidental charges and the Management and General Administration 

overheads are recovered as per the Government guidelines and formats. 

(viii). Due to proper maintenance and care, the life span of the pipeline has 
increased even though the life span of the pipeline has been shown as 20 
years. Depreciation of the present cost has been taken as per Government 
approved format. 

(ix). The hire charges are worked out on shift basis for inter-transfer charges from 
FST to oil companies at Khanrohar and between various companies terminal at 
Khanrohar approved by Government vide extraordinary Gazette of Gujarat 
Government. On the same analogy inter-transfer charges have been levied on 

the HPCL. 

(X). Wharfage charges are based upon the volume factor and charges for transfer 
of POL products IS based on time usage factor and therefbre can r>ot be 
compared. Beside this, wharfage charges are based upon per tonne unit 
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whereas transfer of POL products charges are value based, which implies that 
the prices are set relative to value of services rendered and perceived ability 
and willingness of user to pay. 

9* Based on the records available, and with reference to the totality of information 

collected during the processing of this case, the following position emerges: 

(i). It was a one time operation that had taken place from 10 Nov. 1995 to August 
1990. This operation had to be done to meet the shortage of Diesel supply in 
North India and in view of the Govt, of India directive to speed up such 
supplies. 

(li). The HPCL had already paid wharfage on cargo landed. The proposal is about 
fixing tariffs for inter-transfer of HSD from the dirty ballast tank to Kharirohar 
through the KPT pipelines. TTie HPCL has disputed this proposed charge 
arguing that such transfer should be seen to be covered by the v\^arfage paid. 

The KPT wharfage schedule does not contain any condition that wharfage 
levied on POL products covers transfer of products through the Port's pipelines 
to storage tanks of oil companies at Kharirohar. The KPT argument that the 
HPCL had used KPT pipelines to transfer POL products to Its storage tanks, 
which made them liable to pay additional charges merits consideration. In the 
absence of a specific condition in the Scale of Rates, wharfage levied can be 
seen to cover the handling of cargo at berth / Jetties. Lateral movement 
thereafter will be a separate activity and if Port's properties are used for this, a 
separate charge can justifiably be demanded by the Port. Incidentally, for a 
similar operation, the Indian Oil company pays inter-transfer charges from 
foreshore terminal to Kharirohar storage tanks; and, a specific charge for such 
transfer is proscribed In the Scale of Rates of the KPT, The KPT has only 
proposed to extend this principles followed in case of one oU company to a 
similar operation carried out by another oil company. If the KPT had not done 
so, It would have been faulted for being discreminatory. That being so, there 
can not be any doubt about the prescription of a separate charge for Inter¬ 
transfer of POL products. 

(ill). The HPCL's reference to the lease of the OBT to Jaisu Shipping Is not 
relevant Lease of DBT is for using it as an intermediate storage point The 
proposed levy is for using the KPT pipelines and to compensate for the 
expenditure incurred by the KPT towards operation of pipeline valves. 

(Iv). The KPT has nowhere in its proposals, either in the original or in the revised 
versions, mentioned that the proposed rates need to be approved 
retrospectively to cover the actual period during which the operation had taken 
place. In any case, the approval of the proposal will have to be with 
retrospective effect, as prospective approval vvill have no meaning since the 
operation itself is no longer carried out after August 1996. 

(v). The HPCL’s pleadings of Its ignorance of such levy and shifting the onus on 
the KPT for informing it about the charge seem to be untenable. It is 
noteworthy that the KPT has maintained that it had informed the HPCL in 
January 1996 about payment of inter-transfer charges. The KPT has also 
mentioned that the HPCL had OCC’s permission to pay this charge. This 
statement of the KPT has not boon denied by the HPCL. 

As has been mentioned earlier, the KPT Scale of Rates at the material time 
contained a provision for levy of inter-transfer charges from foreshore terminal 
to Kharirohar. Any new operation, that too carted out under emergent 
circumstances, can not be seen to have been allowed by the Port free of cost, 
in the absence of specific rates in its Scale of Rates. And, a Port can not 
refuse to undertake an emergent operation only because there is no provision 
to levy charge on the new operation. The KPT had allowed the HSO handling 
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through the DBT to Kharirohar and levied provisional charges at the rate 
prescribed In its Scale of Rates for a similar operation. It is noteworthy that 
rates for similar operations were notified in the Gazette on 29 Sept. 1095 l.e. 
well before the commencement of the HPCL operation. That being so, the 
objection of the HPCL about retrospective fixation of rate deserves to be 
overruled. 

(vi) . Notwithstanding the above position for a retrospective fixation of rate, the 

casualness with which the KPT handles tariff matters requires a special 
mention. In this case, the operation had commenced In Nov. 1995. As 
approved rates wore not available, the KPT had immediately applied 
provisionally rates available for similar operation. Thereafter, it took nearly 3 
years for the KPT to realise that the interim approach followed by it should be 
regularised by seeking approval of the competent authority. The reasons why 
it could not approach the concerned authority with a proposal to approve a 
regular rate within a reasonable period after commencement of this operation 
can not possibly be explained by the Port with any acceptable Justification. 

The practice followed by the KPT in levying provisional charges and 
subsequently approaching this Authority for retrospective revision / fixation of 
rates has b^n commented upon critically by this Authority in some other 
cases. The KPT should note that this Authority will not entertain henceforth 
any proposal from the KPT for a retrospective revision of tariffs unless a 
special consideration emerges to do so; and, if the Port still wants to adopt 
such an approach In future also, it will be at its own risk and responsibility. 

(vii) . The HPCL has argued that the KPT can reasonably seek charges for the 

additional usage of a pipeline from Dolphin jetty to Dirty Ballast tank. Its 
contention is that the extra service, if any, is limited to the 200 mtrs of this 
stretch and not the entire 10 km length of 12” dia pipeline of the KPT. 

The 12" dia pipeline of the KPT from DBT to Kharirohar is to be seen as a 
common user facility. The KPT is demanding compensation for use of this 
facility and not for any additional services rendered. The entire cost of the 
DBT - Kharirohar pipeline is not sought to be recovered from the HPCL. The 
proposal is to fix hire charges on a usage time basis for use of this pipeline. As 
has been mentioned earlier, wharfage levied on cargo is not for using the 
pipeline from DBT to Kharirohar for transfer of products. The HPCL can not 
deny that it had not used this pipeline for transfer of products to its terminal at 
Kharirohar. That being so, it has to pay hire charges for the entire stretch of 
pipeline on a proportionate basis depending on the hours the pipeline had 
carried HPCL’s products. 

(viii). The KPT had initially proposed a rate of Rs. 10,800/- per shift for inter- transfer 
keeping in view the same rate available for similar operations of IOC foreshore 
terminal. Subsequently, the Port has revised the rates in view of the Audit 
objections about non-charging for utilisation of Booster pumps used in the 
transfer operation. It appears reasonable to levy a charge for port’s pumps 
used for transfer of POL products apart from inter-transfer charge for using 
Port’s pipelines. 

(ix). The HPCL has objected to the cost calcuiations given by the KPT. One of the 
main objections is that the pipeline has fuliy depreciated and hence 
depreciation cost can not be considered. It is to be recognised that the value 
of asset pressed into service is relevant for assessing the cost of service. The 
HPCL had physically used this facility irrespective of the fact that it was fully 
depreciated (from accounting point of view). It is noteworthy that the HPCL 
was not a dedicated user of this facility and hence it did not contribute to the 
depreciation of the asset in the past. It is relevant here to point out that none 
of the Indian ports follow the principles of the marginal cost pricing. That being 
so, such approach only in this case can not be reasonablv ado 
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The KPT has, however, considered replacement cost of asset for arriving at 
depreciation. While fixing cost based tariffs, this Authority has been 
considenng depreciation as well as capital cost only on historical value and not 
on replacement cost basis. Even in a KPT case relating to fixation of hire 
charges for M.L. Surajbari, this issue has been specifically dealt with and this 
Authority had decided to continue with costings based on historical value of 
assets. In line with the general practice followed by the Authority for tariff 
fixing, in the instant case also the depreciation of assets is to be considered on 
historical value. Accordingly, the cost calculations given by the KPT have been 
revised to this extent. 

(x) . The KPT has estimated repair & renewal cost also based on Replacement cost 

of asset. For similar reasons mentioned above in respect of depreciation, this 
Item has also been revised considering original cost of asset. 

(xi) . The percentages of vanous overheads considered in cost calculations are not 

justified with reference to ‘actuals' for the past period in this case by the KF>T. 
It has, however, been noticed that these percentages are the same as those 
applied by the KPT while working out the hire charges of floating craft and 
equipment in some other case. That being so, revision of percentage of 
overheads considered by the KPT is not necessary and the HPCL objections In 
this regard are dismissed. Likewise, the ROCE considered by the KPT is In 
line with the approach approved by this Authority in respect of other ports and 
hence it is approved. 

(xii) . The KPT has rounded of the hire charges arrived at based on cost calculation 

and proposed rates by rounding oft these figures to the nearest Rs. 50/-. 
When the charges are to be prescribed on per shift and per hour basis, such 
rounding off allows substantial increase in rates. In the revised calculations, 
the rates have been rounded off to the next Rupee only. 

(xiii). Subject to the observations made in sub-paras (ix) to (xiO above, the hire 
charges have been revised. A statement showing the revis^ working of hire 
charges is Annexed. 

(xiv) . The fact of this case represents a one time (emergency) operation in 1995-96. 

The fixation of tariffs in this case is to regularise the action taken in the past 
But, It must be clearly understood that the tariffs fixed here will apply only to 
the limited case of the HPCL operation of 1995-96. It is necessary to 
distinguish this and other similar cases and give this clarification so that the 
tariffs fixed now do not come to be applied to other cases of mter-transfer. 

The rates approved in this case are computed with reference to cost factors as 
they are obtaining during the relevant period m the past relating to the HPCL 
operation in reference. Obviously, this cannot apply to other cases that are to 
be governed by current day cost, it will be necessary to go by current day cost 
also for the reason that in the absence of exceptional considerations, there 
cannot be retrospective application of (revised) tariffs in such cases. 

In the circumstances, it will be necessary for the KPT to incorporate revised 
rates in this regard in its proposal for the next general revision / review of 
tariffs. It will be relevant here to refer to this Authority's Order dated 5 January 
2001 in the case of fixing storage charges for cargo lying inside the KPT 
premises for more than 00 days wherein the KPT has been advised to come 
up with a comprehensive proposal for revision / review of the existing tariffs 
within the next four months. 

(xv) . It IS relevant here to mention that the KPT has challenged the Authority’s Order 

in JRK International case where the decision was that the KPT’s action to 
modify Its Scale of Rates through its Board's resolution dated 9 Jan. 1997 
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lacked any legal force and hence it was null and void. This Order is challenged 
in the Gujarat High Court and the KPT has also written to the Government 
(Ministry of Shipping) raising various legal issues relating to the Authority’s 
status and functioning In general and its decision in the JRK case In particular. 
One of the issues raised by the KPT is about the competence of this Authority 
to question the past actions taken by the Board. The case in reference 
provides the answer to the KPT’s query. The KPT itself has recognised in this 
case that this Authority has to ratify the decision of the rate provisionaily fixed 
by the Port in 1995. With Section 52 deleted from the MPT Act, this Authority 
is the only competent authority to approve and notify port tariffs. If it cannot 
approve tariffs retrospectively, in cases like this there can be no tariff; and, the 
services provided by the port may have to go ‘free of cost’. Recognising the 
need to have the power to fix tariffs retrospectively, the Ministry of Law has 
also clarified that this Authority can do so.. This Authority Is, however, 
exercising such powers only in exceptional cases like the one presently under 
consideration. In this case, retrospective fixation of tariffs is based on an 
application filed by the Port whereas in the JRK case it was based on a 
representation made by a user. 

This point is highlighted here to show the duality in the KPT’s approach. It 
cannot approach this Authority to look into a matter retrospectively when such 
action is favourable to it and question this Authority's competence to do so, 
when the decision is not in its favour. The Port should recognise that the 
approach adopted by this Authority is uniform, transparent and unbiased in all 
cases; but, its decisions can vary depending upon the merits of cases 
presented before it. 

10.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind the Authority approves the following rates with retrospective effect from 10 
November 1995 and directs the KPT to include these provisions in its Scale of Rates under 
Chapter III- Miscellaneous Charges; Scale ‘H’ - Schedule of Charges for the use of Port 
appliances and plant: 


SI. 

No. 

Name of Plant 

Unit 

Rate 

(i). 

Transfer of POL products from dirty ballast 
tank in Old Kandia to the HPCL terminal 
Kharirohar and vice versa through KPT’s 12” 
dia pipeline. 

Per shift of 8 
hours or part 
thereof. 

Rs. 5529/- 

(ii). 

Diesel operated pump (600 HP) connected 
with 12" dia pipeline. 

Per hour or part 
thereof. 

Rs. 584/- 

(iii). 

Electric Pump (519 HP) connected with 12" 
dia pipeline. 

Per hour or part 
thereof. 

Rs. 338/- 

(iv). 

Electric Pump (519 HP) connected with 16” 
dia pipeline. 

Per hour or part 
thereof. 

Rs. 337/- 


10.2. The above mentioned rates approved shall apply only to the limited case of the 
HPCL operation carried out during the period from November 1995 to August 1998. 

10.3. The KPT is once again advised to come up with its proposals for 
comprehensive revision / review of its Scale of Rates by May 2001. 

10.4. The KPT is also directed to revise with reference to these rates, the bills 
(earlier) raised by it against the HPCL and arrange for refunds of excess recoveries made, if 
any. 


S SATHYAM, Chijirman 
|Ad\l./lMV/141/Exly/2()()()| 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


^ART HI —Sec 4] 


ANNEX 


Statement showing revised working of hire charges for transfer of POL products 
from Dirty Ballast Tank at the KPT to HPCL Terminal at Kharirohar and vice versa. 



Name of the Equipment 


Onginal cost of Asset (In Rs ) 
Present Day Cost 
Life of the asset ( no of years) 
Effective no shifts 


12' Oia 
Dockline 

4.956,472 

41,342,700 

20 

600 


Electric Pump 
Diesel and L.B. Engine 
Operated Pianp (connected to 
12' dia pipeline) 


328,400 

4,269,200 

35 

600 


256,967 

3,338,000 

35 

600 


Electric Pump A 
Electric Motor 
(connected to 18* 
dia pipeline) 

242,500 

3,200,000 

35 

600 


Sr no Particulars 


Amount (Rs.) Amount (Rs.) Amount (Rs.) Amount (Rs.) 




Interest 

Return 

Depredation (original cost/Ufe in years) 

Total Fixed Cost 

Fixed cost Per Shift of 8 hrs (sub total a) 


I r J H.. i ki ^ -1 


Repairs & Renewals (03.33%of original cost) 

Incidental charges (15%of repairs &renewal cost) 
Supervision Charges (20% of repairs and renewals and 
incidantal charges) 

Total samI variable cost 

Semi varlMle cost Per Shift (sdb total b) 




Wage Cost per annum 
6 Inddental charges (15% on wage cost) 

9 Supervision Charges (20% of wage cost & incidental 
charges) 

Total Wage cost per annum 

10 Wage cost Per Shift of 8 hrs 

11 a)Fuel Cost per shift of 6 hrs 

b) Lubricant Cost per shift of 8 hrs 

c) Frelght & handing charges (10% on a A b) 

Managamant & Oan Admin 20% on Ram 

12 (10+11(a)4l1(b)4'11(c)) 

Total Variable cost Per Shift of 8 hrs (sub total c) 


Rate Per shift of 8 HRS (a+b+o 


Rata par hour 
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